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the greening of the land, the rebirth of 
the flowers as well as the spirit, and 
work that is a labor of love. 

WHO LOVES A GARDEN 

Who loves a garden 
Finds within his soul 
Life’s whole; 
He hears the anthem of the soil 
While ingrates toil; 
And sees beyond his little sphere 
He waving fronds of heaven, clear. 

Mr. President, I have a parliamen-
tary inquiry. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator will state his parliamentary in-
quiry. 

Mr. BYRD. Can the Chair inform the 
Senate as to how many days speeches 
will be received for printing in the 
RECORD before the recess formally be-
gins? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Chair is not in a position at this point 
to share with the Senator what that 
may be, but it is our hope that it will 
be available soon. 

Mr. BYRD. Very well. I am informed, 
Mr. President, that the Senate will be 
in this coming Monday for a brief pe-
riod for acceptance of speeches only. 
Yes. All right. I thank the Chair. That 
answers my question sufficiently. 

Mr. President, I thank all Senators, I 
thank the staff, and I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Pennsylvania. 

f 

TERRI SCHIAVO 

Mr. SANTORUM. Thank you, Mr. 
President. 

Today we had an opportunity to dis-
cuss and pass a very important piece of 
legislation. Most people would think I 
am referring to the budget, which we 
spent the better part of the day on, but 
we spent 15 precious minutes talking 
about an issue that many Americans 
are thinking about tonight; that is, the 
case of Terri Schiavo in the State of 
Florida. I wanted to congratulate my 
colleague from Florida, Senator MAR-
TINEZ, for his effort in drafting the 
piece of legislation that could get, 
frankly, the impossible done—to get in 
the midst of an at times rancorous 
budget debate—a very unique con-
sensus in this place, unique in this re-
spect: 100 Senators had to agree to pass 
this bill. It is difficult enough to get 
100 people, much less 100 Senators, to 
agree to do anything, particularly dur-
ing an often difficult process that we 
have been going through, but not only 
did we get 100 Senators to agree to 
allow this bill to be passed, but we did 
so when some Members on the other 
side of the aisle were not supporting 
the bill. That is somewhat remarkable. 

I give a lot of credit to the Senator 
from Florida, Senator MARTINEZ, the 
two leaders, the ranking member of the 
Budget Committee, Senator CONRAD, 
Senator HARKIN, and others who 
worked to bring this issue to the Sen-
ate floor and to deal with it in a way 
that accomplished something vitally 
important; that is, giving the family of 

Terri Schiavo hope that the end will 
not begin tomorrow. 

I will talk more specifically about it. 
I will yield to my colleague, Senator 
MARTINEZ, and Senator BROWNBACK. 
Both have been obviously incredibly 
active and helpful. 

We are still working this process. 
The House has passed one bill, and we 
have passed a different one. I have 
been, as well as many here in this 
Chamber, back and forth between the 
House. I missed the next to the last 
vote because of meetings I was having 
over in the House. I never like to miss 
a vote, but I guess if we miss a vote, 
this is probably as good a reason to 
miss one. 

We are still working very hard to see 
if we can find some common ground so 
we can address this issue that is so vi-
tally important—not allowing a death 
sentence to be handed down to a young 
woman without a Federal court review. 

We are working here on the Senate 
side very diligently. Not only do we 
work together to pass the bill Senator 
MARTINEZ authored, but we are work-
ing on the House bill. There will be 
meetings tomorrow with several Mem-
bers of the Senate who have concerns 
about that bill to determine whether 
there is a possibility that we can, in 
fact, accept the House bill on this side 
of the aisle. Those meetings will take 
place tomorrow, and we will have a ses-
sion on Monday in which we can poten-
tially, if we get an agreement, pass 
that bill. But that is something we are 
going to work on. 

I can tell you, having spoken to both 
Senator REID and Senator DURBIN, and 
others on the other side of the aisle— 
they have helped us arrange meetings 
with Members who have concerns 
about that issue, the House bill on the 
Democratic side of the aisle. We are 
putting those meetings together. We 
are going to have those discussions, we 
are going to see if this is something 
that can be acceptable and passed, and 
again we have to pass with unanimous 
consent. That process is underway. 

Many in this Chamber believe the 
House bill is a superior way to go. I 
know the House strongly feels that 
way. Relief provided in the House bill 
does something that is essential; that 
is, take the case out of the hands of the 
judge who seems determined to end the 
life of Terri Schiavo. Removing that 
case from that judge into the Federal 
court is the most effective way to get 
a fair hearing. I think that has a lot of 
merit. 

We are hopeful we can have this good 
discussion. But I will tell you we have 
had an air of cooperation here in the 
Senate that, candidly, was heart-
warming. We sort of got past not just 
the particulars, because I don’t think 
there is any politics in this, but even 
some of the philosophical and policy 
concerns that people have and under-
stood the genuine concern that many 
Members here have for the evolving 
situation in Florida. 

I commend my colleagues. This was a 
very fine moment for the Senate. It is 

continuing to be that as we continue to 
search for an answer—an answer that 
can get the House and the Senate to-
gether. I am hopeful that the House 
will do likewise, will reflect on the 
Senate bill. I know it is a very difficult 
row to hoe for the House. 

We will be back in session on Mon-
day. The House will be back in session 
on Monday. Again, I don’t know wheth-
er we will be able to get anything 
solved by then. But I will tell you at 
least on the Senate side we will con-
tinue to work on that. We will con-
tinue to see if we can find some com-
mon ground. I am hopeful we will be 
able to reach—in fact, we must reach a 
conclusion. 

It would be unconscionable to leave 
with both parties having expressed a 
will to do something. Both bodies with 
identical intent and cannot find the 
words to come together to accomplish 
that joint intent that has passed over-
whelmingly in both Chambers. That 
would be a crime on top of a crime that 
is being committed in the State of 
Florida. 

I am happy to yield to the Senator 
from Florida. 

Mr. MARTINEZ. Mr. President, I 
thank my colleague from Pennsylvania 
for the incredible work he has been 
doing on behalf of this woman in Flor-
ida. His guidance and leadership have 
been a great sign to me of how effective 
a Senate can be and how compas-
sionate a heart can be as well. I echo 
his comments in terms of the coopera-
tion in the Senate. 

I believe today Members of both par-
ties came together to pass a bill that is 
designed to ensure this woman has an 
opportunity to have a review of her 
case by a Federal judge in the hopes 
that maybe her parents may prevail, 
but whatever the outcome may be, so 
she may have and we may be assured 
that every last measure of justice has 
been given to her. 

I also am very pleased the House of 
Representatives acted swiftly outside 
normal procedure in order to make this 
happen. I am very grateful for their 
work. I am grateful for what they did. 
It is unfortunate we came at it because 
of the rush of business over the last 
several days, the very shortened period 
of time we had available to end up with 
two versions of this bill that differ. 
Their approach, which is a removal of 
approach, is not specific to any one in-
dividual. I know the House, for very 
good reasons, for historical reasons of 
good faith and for very good reasons, 
has had a reticence to do a private or 
individual bill. I understand that con-
cern. I also know how difficult it was 
for some Members on the other side of 
the aisle particularly to go along with 
that measure because it was inter-
preted by some to maybe be too broad. 

We are acting in good faith, and their 
concerns were, again, reasonable, while 
maybe I would disagree with them. Un-
fortunately, the only vehicle we could 
find in this very short timeframe was 
to utilize the bill we had in the Senate 

VerDate Mar 15 2010 20:49 Jan 30, 2014 Jkt 081600 PO 00000 Frm 00071 Fmt 0624 Sfmt 0634 E:\2005SENATE\S17MR5.PT2 S17MR5m
m

ah
er

 o
n 

D
S

K
C

G
S

P
4G

1 
w

ith
 S

O
C

IA
LS

E
C

U
R

IT
Y



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATES2970 March 17, 2005 
which found favor enough for there to 
be unanimous consent to proceed. 

A number of inquiries have been 
made whether this is over. It is not. We 
continue to work diligently. We con-
tinue to work toward a solution, to-
ward bringing the two bodies together 
so we can get a bill to the President. I 
am encouraged the President today has 
made it clear he will sign a bill if we 
get it to him. We must continue to 
work in this spirit of cooperation, not 
only among both sides of the aisle, ma-
jority and minority in the Senate, but 
also across this building, one end to 
the other, House and Senate, all intent 
on a result that will give this final re-
view by a Federal court the oppor-
tunity for this woman to have that 
final measure of compassion, and at 
the end I am hopeful we will reach a so-
lution. 

As my colleague from Pennsylvania 
stated, we will be in session on Mon-
day, and we will continue to work and 
negotiate on this over the weekend, to-
morrow, and I am very hopeful we will 
find a solution. I am an optimist, and I 
am of the belief that we will be able to 
prevail in this matter. I am very grate-
ful for the help and cooperation from 
our leader, who has been working very 
diligently, who did the research medi-
cally, who became convinced about this 
case. I have had Members from both 
sides of the aisle say all day there is 
something about this case, that it 
seems like it ought to have one more 
review. That is the spirit in which we 
say this. 

I am happy to yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Kansas. 
Mr. BROWNBACK. I join my col-

leagues from Pennsylvania and Florida 
to talk about Terri Schiavo’s case, and 
to the names of the people around the 
world who are praying for Terri 
Schiavo, a lady they have never 
known. They have seen pictures of her 
on television, but something is just 
striking at them, saying, this woman 
deserves to live. She deserves to have 
another review. The covenant with 
death needs to be broken, and will be. 

This body has spoken tonight in a bi-
partisan, unanimous fashion to work 
on this. There are a lot of opinions on 
the factual and legal issues sur-
rounding it, but we came together 
unanimously to give her that right to 
have one more review by a Federal 
court. 

I thank Senator REID from Nevada, 
who was very helpful in working this, 
Senator WYDEN, who worked on things 
for his State, and Senator LEVIN. A 
number of people helped to make this 
move forward, and Senator MARTINEZ 
carried the freight with Senator 
SANTORUM. 

This is a fine moment for this body, 
but it should not end here. I plead with 
those people involved directly, the 
courts directly involved in this, let this 
process move forward. Don’t pull the 
tubes out tomorrow. We passed one bill 
in the House and one bill in the Senate. 

That should be extraordinary enough 
that they say this deserves one more 
look. Why wouldn’t we give one more 
look? This is a purely innocent life we 
are talking about. The lengths we will 
go to for people who are convicted of a 
crime—we give much further review by 
a court of law. Here is a purely inno-
cent life. Tomorrow, this could all end. 
But it shouldn’t. It must not end that 
way. 

We have some differences between 
the House and Senate version. Frankly, 
for myself, I think the House version is 
good. We could not move that through. 
We will keep meeting here. I met with 
the House leadership and chairman in 
the House with concerns, feeling theirs 
is a better approach. That is accurate. 
That is the way to go. 

We are at a point in time where we 
should no longer have debate. We have 
to try to come together and plead with 
the court to hold this off so we can get 
moving. And more than that, a moral 
code in America right now is being dis-
cussed and is being acted upon through 
one person’s life. It is so critical this be 
done right and be done thoughtfully 
and every chance for final review be 
given for an innocent life. A purely in-
nocent life is at stake. 

I am confident we can come forward 
with that. We must come forward with 
that for the sake of Terri Schiavo and 
for the sake of this country and for its 
message around the world. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Washington. 
f 

STATUS OF U.S. AND EUROPEAN 
UNION AIRCRAFT FINANCING NE-
GOTIATIONS 

Ms. CANTWELL. Mr. President, 
today the President of the United 
States nominated former Representa-
tive Rob Portman to serve as our next 
U.S. representative and trade ambas-
sador. I am hopeful that my colleagues 
on the Senate Finance Committee will 
move expeditiously to hold a hearing 
and approve his nomination as soon as 
possible. 

In January of this year, the current 
U.S. trade representative and a team of 
European Union negotiators agreed to 
sit down to try to negotiate a new 
agreement for how aerospace markets 
will work in the future. We are 60-days 
into the 90-day period that they set for 
their own discussions. Even though our 
current trade representative, Ambas-
sador Zoellick, has been confirmed as 
Deputy Secretary of State, he is going 
to continue negotiating on behalf of 
the U.S. Government. I know these ne-
gotiations are in very capable hands, 
and I applaud the aggressive stance 
being taken by the Administration on 
these trade talks. 

These trade talks were entered into 
by both sides knowing full well that 
World Trade Organization sanctions 
were a real possibility if the playing 
field in aerospace does not become fair-
er. Both sides demonstrated a willing-

ness to get rid of unfair subsidies and a 
good faith stance on both sides to nego-
tiate. That is why I come to the Senate 
floor now to make sure the European 
Union knows we in the United States 
Senate remain very committed to 
these discussions. We are also very con-
cerned that they are not at the table in 
good faith, if in fact the clock is tick-
ing away and we are not making 
progress towards the goal of elimi-
nating unfair subsidized financing of 
airplanes. 

That 90-day clock is indeed ticking, 
and if a settlement is going to be 
reached on this matter without WTO 
intervention, it needs to happen imme-
diately. There are fewer than 30 days 
left in the agreed time frame. 

From the news reports, these discus-
sions seem to be at a standstill. Obvi-
ously, these discussions need to be re- 
energized and, hopefully, achieve a suc-
cessful end result. Otherwise, as I have 
mentioned, the parties will be forced 
into a WTO battle, and I am sure Con-
gress will consider other tools that are 
at our disposal, as the administration 
continues to seek swift and firm action 
in this case. 

To date, the Bush administration and 
the trade negotiators have shown solid 
leadership and strong resolve, first in 
bringing this case to the WTO last fall. 
Second, it approached subsequent nego-
tiations with the EU in a serious com-
mitment to reach an end resolution. 

I have to say, in the beginning it 
seemed that the Europeans were equal-
ly interested in a settlement because 
Commissioner Mandelson, the Euro-
pean Union’s chief negotiator, signaled 
in a public comment, ‘‘We need to 
make progress, and I intend to do so.’’ 
This was reported by the Bloomberg 
News Service. He also said: ‘‘The objec-
tives of the negotiations are primarily 
to establish fair market-based competi-
tion between Boeing and Airbus.’’ 

Despite these public comments, EU 
negotiator actions and subsequent 
rhetoric suggest something different 
than ending unfair subsidized financ-
ing. Instead of a genuine commitment 
to end subsidies, the Europeans have 
walked away from their commitment 
to this goal. 

Now, it seems that the discussions 
may be dragged out over a much longer 
period of time, maybe avoiding resolu-
tion or delaying a path to actually 
eliminating these subsidies. It is very 
important that the EU meet its com-
mitment to end these negotiations on 
time. 

When these parties reached an initial 
accord in 1992, a number of important 
issues were unresolved. We do not want 
to make the same mistake this time by 
leaving too much on the table, only to 
see the WTO come in, in a process that 
we know will be more of a winner-take- 
all process. 

In particular, EU negotiators must 
remain intent in staying at the table 
to discuss the issue of launch aid, the 
single most troublesome issue that I 
think we need to discuss. The United 
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